Supplemental results
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Supplemental Figure S1 Risk of bias in selected studies
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Supplemental Figure S1 shows 
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The precision in the estimation of effect increased as the size of each study increased; slope 
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The slope was 0.33 (95% CI, -0.32-0.99), p=0.236. Egger test for small study effect revealed 
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The slope was -0.01 (95% CI, -0.40-0.37), p=0.236. Egger test for small study effect 
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The forest plot in Figure S5A shows that there was no significant difference in sustained 
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The forest plot in Figure S5B shows that there was no significant difference in sustained 187 188 Figure S6C shows that there was no significant association between SSCC and risk of bias
189
when the size of the study was adjusted for: estimate for the slope was -0. 
